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DETAILED ACTION 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

2. Claims 1, 6, 16, 28 and 31 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Microsoft Windows XP. 



With respect to claim 1 , Microsoft Windows XP discloses, 

presenting a main window; presenting a secondary window adjacent the main 

window (Appendix 1 and Figure 1); 

providing a first and a second image, wherein the first and second images 

overlap one another by at least 50% (If a first image and second image is same, they 

are overlap 100%); 

removing a portion of the first image and displaying a remainder of the first image 
in the main window; 

removing a portion of the second image and displaying a remainder of the 
second image in the secondary window; and 
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wherein, a composite image comprising the remainder of the first image 
displayed adjacent the remainder of the second image provides a selected view 
extracted from a total scene captured in the sum of the first and second images. 

(When desktop background is changed for dual screen with big enough image 
with the Tile option, first half of image will be displayed in first screen and remainder of 
image will displayed in second screen. Additionally, When using dual monitors where 
windows from 1 st monitor can be moved part or all of the way to end through to 2 nd 
monitor this would also read on these limitations.) 

With respect to claim 6, Microsoft Windows XP teaches receiving a command to 
pan the view; identifying portions of the first and second images to remove in order to 
create the remainder of the first image and the remainder of the second image to 
produce the panned view; removing the identified portions of the first and second 
images to create the remainder of the first image and the remainder of the second 
image to produce the panned view; and displaying the panned view by displaying the 
remainder of the first image and the remainder of the second image in the main and 
secondary windows respectively (In addition to the above claim 1 , If a window is move 
around between two display, a portion of window will be displayed in one screen and 
remainder of window will displayed in another screen). 

With respect to claim 16, please refer to rejection for claim 6. 
With respect to claim 28, please refer to rejection for claim 6. 
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With respect to claim 31 , please refer to rejection for claim 1 . 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1 - 3, 7, 8, 10-13, 17, 22-25, 28-35 and 38-40 are rejected under 35 USC 
103(a) as being unpatentable over lijima et al. (US Patent 5,973,726). 

With respect claim 1 , lijima et al. teaches presenting a main window (Fig. 8 ref 
label 411); presenting a secondary window adjacent the main window (Fig. 8 ref label 
412); providing a first and a second image (Fig. 1 ref label 10L and 10R), wherein the 
first and second images overlap one another (Fig 6); removing a portion of the first 
image; removing a portion of the second image; wherein, a composite image comprising 
the remainder of the first image displayed adjacent the remainder of the second image 
provides a selected view extracted from a total scene captured in the sum of the first 
and second images displaying a remainder of the first image in the main window; 
displaying a remainder of the second image in the secondary window (in order to 
display left side of composite image into main window, right part of the composite image 
have to removed, and vise versa for right side of the image) (Fig. 8). 
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lijima et al. does not disclose expressly that; first and second images overlap one 
another by at least 50%; 

There is no disclosed criticality of image overlapping one another by at least 50% 
as opposed to any other value. 

With respect to claim 2, lijima et al. teaches the first and second image are taken 
by multiple camera angles from a single camera location (Fig. 3). 

With respect to claim 7, lijima et al. teaches out in one of a DVD player, a 
personal computer system, a television set-top-box and a personal computer system 
(col. 7 lines 58-67). 

3. Claims 3,13, and 32 are rejected under 35 USC 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over lijima et al. (US Patent 5,973,726) and in view of Sekiguchi et al. (US 
2005/0198586). 

With respect to claim 3, lijima et al. teaches the limitations of claim 1 as applied 
above from which claim 3 respectively depends. 

lijima et al. does not teach expressly that the composite image is displayed on a 
television display, and wherein the secondary window comprises a picture-in-picture 
window. 
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Sekiguchi et al. teaches the composite image is displayed on a television 
display, and wherein the secondary window comprises a picture-in-picture window 
(Figure 16). 

At the time of the invention it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary 
skill in the art to display composite image into picture in picture window in the method of 
lijima et al. 

The suggestion/motivation for doing so would have been that images could be 
quickly identified without loading whole image. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Sekiguchi et al. with lijima et 
al. to obtain the invention as specified in claim 3. 

With respect to claim 13, please refer to rejection for claim 3. 
With respect to claim 25, please refer to rejection for claim 3. 

With respect to claim 32, Sekiguchi et al. teaches selecting a size of windows 
(Figure 14 and 15). 

4. Claims 4, 9, 14, 18, 21, 26, 36 are rejected under 35 USC 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over lijima et al. (US Patent 5,973,726) and in view of Teshima (US 
2001/0051007). 
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With respect to claim 4, lijima et al. teaches the limitations of claim 1 as applied 
above from which claim 4 respectively depends. 

lijima et al. does not teach expressly that the first and second images are 
identified within a transport stream by first and second packet identifiers respectively. 

Teshima teaches identifying images within a transport stream by packet 
identifiers (para. 0140 and 0141). 

At the time of the invention it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary 
skill in the art to identify images within a transport stream by packet identifiers in the 
method of lijima et al. 

The suggestion/motivation for doing so would have been that images could be 
quickly identified without loading whole image. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Teshima with lijima et al. to 
obtain the invention as specified in claim 4. 

5. Claims 5, 15, 20, 27 and 37 are rejected under 35 USC 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over lijima et al. (US Patent 5,973,726) and in further view of 
Bohnenkamp (US 6,895,128). 

With respect to claim 5, lijima et al. teaches all the limitations of claim 1 as 
applied above from which claim 5 respectively depends. 

lijima et al. does not teach expressly that the first and second images are 
identified within a recorded medium by first and second packet identifiers respectively. 
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Bohnenkamp teaches identifying images within a recorded medium by packet 
identifiers (para. 0140 and 0141). 

At the time of the invention it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary 
skill in the art to identify images within a recorded medium by packet identifiers in the 
method of lijima et al. 

The suggestion/motivation for doing so would have been that images could be 
quickly identified without loading whole image. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Bohnenkamp with lijima et al. 
to obtain the invention as specified in claim 5. 



With respect to claim 8, please refer to rejection for claim 1 . 

With respect to claim 9, please refer to rejection for claims 1, 4 and 6. 

With respect to claim 10, please refer to rejection for claim 1. 

With respect to claim 1 1 , please refer to rejection for claim 1 . 

With respect to claim 12, please refer to rejection for claim 2. 

With respect to claim 14, please refer to rejection for claim 4. 

With respect to claim 15, please refer to rejection for claim 5. 

With respect to claim 17, please refer to rejection for claim 7. 

With respect to claim 18, please refer to rejection for claims 1 , 4 and 6. 
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6. Claims 19 are rejected under 35 USC 103(a) as being unpatentable over lijima et 
al. (US Patent 5,973,726) in further view of Teshima (US 2001/0051007) and in further 
view of Driscoll, JR et al. (US 2004/0021764). 

lijima et al. and Teshima teaches all the limitations of claim 18 as applied above 
from which claim 1 9 respectively depends. 

lijima et al. and Teshima does not teach expressly that the digital format 
comprises an MPEG compliant format. 

Driscoll, JR et al. teaches digital format comprises an MPEG compliant format, 
(para. 0064). 

At the time of the invention it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary 
skill in the art to use MPEG format as digital format in the method of lijima et al. and 
Teshima. 

The suggestion/motivation for doing so would have been that popular MEPG 
standard format can be used. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Driscoll, JR et al. with lijima et 
al. and Teshima to obtain the invention as specified in claim 18. 

With respect to claim 20, Bohnenkamp teaches storing images in the digital 
format (Fig. 9). 



Application/Control Number: 10/634,546 Page 10 

Art Unit: 2624 

With respect to claim 21 , Teshima teaches transmitting images in a digital 
transport stream (Fig. 1). 
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7. In response to applicant's amendment received on 3/19/2007, all requested 
changes to the claims have been entered. 

Response to Argument 

8. Applicant's arguments filed on 3/1 9/2007have been fully considered. 

9. Applicant's arguments with respect to prior art of Milic-Fraying have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

10. Applicant's arguments with respect to issue of 50% overlap, Applicant argue that 
by requiring that the overlap be at least 50%, one can guarantee that the two windows 
displayed on a television display can remain fixed in size. But it does not apply to all 
range of 50- 100 %. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Randolph Chu whose telephone number is 571-270- 
1 145. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday to Thursday from 7:30 am - 5 
pm. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Joseph Mancuso can be reached on 571-272-76957695. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you 
have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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